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Letter 12 Continued

12-1 See response to Comment 6-2(c).

12-2 This project is 5 miles from other nearby plants. Plumes do not have a radiating boundary that
would travel for long distances. Therefore, it would not be expected that there would not be a
cumulative effect on weather with the addition of Wanapa in the area.

12-3 The Final EIS acknowledges that the new power plant would be a large and visible new feature in
the landscape. State of the art and improved lighting towers would be used to minimize the nightly
light profile.

12-4 The power plant would use shielded lighting, and would be located near the existing prison, which
is already well lit at night. Since the stacks would be taller than 200 feet, there would be specific
FAA requirements for blinking/strobe lights that would be strictly implemented.

12-5 The land acquired by CTUIR was designated for both conservation and industrial uses. The
proposed plant site was designated for the proposed industrial use, while the Wanaket Wildlife
Management Area would remain under its current uses and management. Certain impacts to the
wildlife values and uses were identified in Section 3.4.2.3 (waterfowl collision risk) were
identified.

12-6 See responses to Comments 6-6, 11-2, and Section 3.10.2.3.




